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QUESTION: Mr. President, to follow up on the tapes 

question earlier, you have told us that your reasons are based 
on principle -- separation of powers, Executive privilege, 
things of this sort. Can you assure us that the tapes do not 
reflect unfavorably on your Watergate position, that there is 
nothing in the tapes that would reflect unfavorably? 

THE PRESIDENT: There is nothing whatever. As a 

matter of fact, the only time I listened to the tapes,. to 
certain tapes -- and I didn't listen to all of them, of 
course -- was on June the 4th. There is nothing whatever n 
the tapes that is inconsistent with the statement that I ma e on 
•lay ?.2nd or of the statement that I made to you ladies an 
gentlemen in answer to several questions, rather searching 
questions I might say, and very polite questions two weeks 
ago, for the most part, and finally nothing that differs 
whatever from the statement that I made on the 15th of 
August . a •• ~ ; •' ... . . 
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JFrpta^ Nixon* u TV mul radio addroun of Afril PJJ, I'J'M* 

knowledge or IntT tra J G J ri P ts » Portions not relevant to my 
but everything' C ^°" s . with regard to Watergate are not included, 
well aa^hS 25 +Z It relevant is included - the rough as 

of alternatives 0 th * e . s ^T ategy ses sions, the exploration 
atives , the weighing of human and political costs. 

with reeard^^u + 8 What the ^ residen t personally knew and did 
materials*^ l Wa ^ rgat ? ^ the cover-up is concerned, these ‘ 
till it all". t0gether Wlth those a ^eady made available - will 



To anyone who reads his way through this mass of.,, 
materials I have provided, it will be totally abundantly 
clear that as .far as the President's role with regard to 
Watergate is concerned, the entire story is there. 
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1 coukl — Two options: One would be to say that 
(unintelligible); the other would be to say die (un- 
intelligible). 



P— (unintelligible) Well, if you say (unintcllicible) 
permission— What do you think, John? You tclf him. 
Well, it is easier to get out of it if you say well that is 
not a matter (unintelligible), 
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H — That’s the thing we’ve worried about all along, 
that somebody will get (unintelligible) what we do but 
_wc can’t live by whether we unintelligible) the (un- 
intelligible). 

P — (Unintelligible) 
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p, lie's obviously thought this through. Isn’t it 

worthwhile to find our— 1 think we owe it o ouiscivvs 

is true trom (unintelligible). >. 

H—f think that’s right. Ths is probably a golden op, 

P °P^Sght.' 1 To" find out— let me put it this way. 
You’ve got to find out what the hell he is ° oin S t0 ^' 
(unintelligible) which is frightening to me, (unintel- 
ligible) rather than (unintelligible) 

H— Right. - 



p i wonder if you’ll (unintelligible) then (unin- 

telligible) I think. Bob. 

H — i can’t reach Magrudcr. There s no answer (un- 
intelligible) over something. If he arrives here tneylt 

let us know. T 

p We better get the other things out of the way. t 

think we’re going to be— I don’t want to be hammered 
—(unintelligible) I don’t want to— 1 don t (unintel- 
ligible) they’ll hammer the hell out of us anyway, but 
I don’t (unintelligible) that’s a— that’s just a (unintelli- 
gible) all here. We’ll take— we’ll take a hell of a beat- 
fng (unintelligible) in the next thirty days, a lot o£ 
heat, we’ll take with regard to why we aren t appearing, 
why we aren’t going to appear before the Committee. 
Now, how do we answe r that? • 



H — I still think you can. Maybe it can’t be done, 
but there ought to be a way to turn the Grand Jury 
thing strongly our way, which is that this proves the 
righmess of the President’s approach of full coopera- 
tion with the proper process of justice which is bring- 
ing people, even at the very highest level, to account 
p — You (unintelligible) cooperation. 

E — Yeah. I think we should do that. 

H — And cooperating on the (unintelligible). And 

the value of that. ~ 

p — (Unintelligible) first man out on it should not be 
favored. You understand the importance of that and so 
forth and so on. Then I’ve got to (unintelligible) and 
get (unintelligible). Trying to think of how to use 

you effectively in this too. ' 
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P — Docs (unintelligible) know Bob. Aren’t we real- 
ly sort of in a position where it would be better to 
know whose (unintelligible) in that damn Grand Jury. 
At least, pull the (unintelligible) on something there. 
I really think you do. And, they’re (unintelligible) 
happy. It seems to me that a hell of a lot of the issue 
about do something involves our inability to (unintel- 
ligible) back that we’re willing to cooperate. That we’re 
willing to waive executive privilege and keeping our 
people silent. Now that’s what I’m really trying to (un- 
intelligible). 

E — We will get — 

H — I’ve always heard that that’s the right — that’s 
the point — that kind of argument. 

P — Is that (unintelligible). 

H — (Unintelligible) one day plus story. 



P— Then you — the way I would handle that, I 
would say, “Now let’s take the Segretti matter” — no 
— “First, let’s take Watergate.” You say, “I had no 
knowledge — ’’(unintelligible). “Let’s take the Segretti. 
thing. Now, here are the facts.” — Then I would point 
out — (unintelligible) point out (unintelligible) incrimi- 
nation? 

H— No. 

E — Well, we don’t know that. 

H— Huh? 

P — (Unintelligible) OK, John. (Unintelligible), with 
Segretti? 

H — Well, he was clearly (unintelligible) which is 
totally (unintelligible) that Segretti — Scgrctti’s instruc- 
tions were that he was to do nothing illegal. And, well 
then answer the question how could you launch a guy 

out — . - - - 



p 1 do feel that wc should get this ready and really 

bounce it and I think that’s the day to do it and I’d say 
(unintelligible) and I’d say — ... 

H— It’s ready. Oh, no, it isn’t ready but its close. 

But it’s awful long. 

P — Will it be alright? 

H — I’m not so sure that (unintelligible). 

P— Perfectly alright. Grand Jury. (Unintelligible) 
the damn (unintelligible) down to it. And if it says if 
the Committee doesn’t, I cannot allow — I cannot allow 
—the (unintelligible). I mean the— ‘‘My cITcctivencss 
as an Assistant to the President will be seriously dam- 
aged.” ‘‘Eroded by false charges and so forth and con- 
sequently I am making this statement now. I will make 
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this statement under oath. (Unintelligible) I. will make 
this statement under oath and answer questions under 
oath when the Ervin Committee finally gets around to 
hearing ntc.” How’s that sound to you, John? 

E — Sounds pretty good. 

p — All right. Now 1 think — I will say— point out — 
(unintelligible) it is (unintelligible)— “I do not suggest 
that — ” 1 have only tried to cover in this statement 
questions of charges to date. That’s what I have said 
and it has not been- — and I am sure that others will be 
made.” And (unintelligible) 

' 'DC 
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P — The reason that l made the call while in Doan’s 
presence last night was that he said Liddy was saying 
how he knows Liddy had told (unintelligible) or some-, 
thing like that . I said he must (unintelligible). Well, he* 
thought he ought to get ahold of his attorneys. Liddy 
said will not (unintelligible) higher authorities. (Unin- 
telligible) not the President, (unintelligible) Mitchell. 
And I said, I called Petersen (unintelligible) where logo 
(unintelligible) Liddy\s attorney. The President is not 
asking for any typo of (unintelligible). 
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P — Yeah. Lot me get to two quick questions before 
you give me whatever you’ve got. Three questions — 
one' very fundamental that (inaudible) perhaps die 
first two are related. I (inaudible) Dean, first Magruder, 
with the information that I know, it 'seems' to me that 
1 vo got to tell the (inaudible) something about that’s 
been done (inaudible) where it would be worse. What’s 
your reaction to that? We got to be sure that when 
people ask us later that we didn’t — these people that 
are out (inaudible). 




P There s this. This is something that we’re going 
—you know probably great difference of opinion in 
the Department of Justice (inaudible). More impor- 
tant lor the Department of Justice is (inaudible). 
Presidency have (inaudible) as a result of some diligent 
chons its own (inaudible). Now with (inaudible) I 
don’t have to announce the (inaudible). Wc have a 
situation where the U.S. Attorney, in elfect, the (in- 
audible) thing when the President has to go in and 
explain (inaudible). 

HP — (Inaudible) for a purpose. 

P Yeah but — see — I don’t — (inaudible) the 

damn sure (inaudible). 
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?- I want these men to be (unintelligible). I 
know there is. I really. 

W — Quite so. We (unintelligible) 

P — The second point, however, I have (unintelligi- 
ble) And they know that. And if — if — uh — you con- 
clude that the best thing to do is for Haldeman to step 
forward and say, “you’re not guilty of a doggone 
thing.” They have released die Grand Jury notes. I’ve 
been attacked by the press; I’ve been (unintelligible) 
all this (unintelligible) outside of this office including 
(unintelligible). In it, one (unintelligible) regard to 
the (unintelligible) as to whether it affects their (un- 
intelligible) too in regard to the. President. 
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